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will be taking place in the next few minutes will not
n ecessar i l y be on 76 9 , nor to my knowledge will i b e on t h e
topic of abortion at all. I think the discussion that should
take place in the next couple of minutes is the question of how
difficult it is to maintain democratic principles. Yesterday
what we had is a rule within the body, found in the Rale Book of
the Unicameral, which allows for a senator to divide a question,
whether on a bill or on amendment, in whichever way the senator
deems necessary. There is no other section in there t hat say s
whether or not the other bodies concur with what the senator
wishes to do. There is a part of the rule that says the Chair
can rule that it is not easily divisible, or i t i s no t d i v i si b l e
in the way the senator wishes. And then if it simply cannot be
divided, then the question would not be whe t he r o r no t the
senator could divide the question, but simply the question would
b e the way that i t was going to be divided was not proper
b ecause i t w a s n o t d i vi si b l e i n t ho se . ..in that manner. Nembers
of the body, what we had yesterday was a motion by myse l f , o r
actually not a motion. I asked the Chair to divide an amendment
that I had into some say 18, some say 19, some say 20, but quite
a few sections. The Chair, and I hope the Chair is listening
again to remind himself also of yesterday, the Chair ru l ed
correctly that it was divisible. Senator Labedz, and I think
this is the important point, did not ask the body, d' d not a sk
the Chair, are you sure it's divisible in that manner; are y o u
sure that it can be divided in the p laces t hat Sen a t o r
Bernard-Stevens wishes to have it divided? That is not what she
asked t h e Chai r . She simply asked the Chair to rule and the
body to then vote on whether or not I am going to be allowed to
divide my amendment. That's what the vote was. T hat' s why y o u
had people, like Senator Noore and others, who are v e ry m uch i n
favor of 769 jumping to my defense at some point saying, wait a
minute, wait a minute here, we are stepping on parliamentary and
democratic principles here, we better take a minute and t h i nk
about what precedent we' re setting. The Leg i s l a t u r e v o t e d , i f I
recall, 24 to 14 not to allow a senator to divide the question,
even though it was divisible. I then suggested to Senator
Labedz during that debate that I would be willing to withdraw
that motion and divide it into seven parts instead o f t h e 18 .
Senator Lab ed z t h en refused, at that point, to withdraw her
request to override the Chair, in essence saying I don't care if
you have 20 , 7 , 3 or 2 d i v i s i on s , I, Senator Labedz, do not want
this senator to be able to divide the question because o f t h e
issue. So Senator Labedz then asked when I did ask the Chair to
divide my amendment into seven sections, Senator Labedz then
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